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Fromt LEDERBERG et SUMEXwAIM

Subjesti Review of yoyr book

Tat joseph at MIT=MC

Dear Joel L S o

© 1 guess that what 1 get from your book is f"’t you tind it easier
to dlan {t out than te e:k?:vovv npql!-erizteﬂum-,,n kind, Did vou.give
els

the targets of vous-erlt m the ppportunity to gorrect what may be misw
impressions of their views, that you would demand for yourse!f?

Now belfeye me, there i85 a 1ot of what some of those zealots have
to say that 1 bel{eve to be nonsense, no less than you, And had vou' gentined
yourself to substantive eriticliam, rather than adshem{nem attacky, I think
you would have had a more persuasive hook, I do not see how you ep: cenfuse
(even] Colby with Hitier, ejther {n motivatian {whiech may be less important)
or {n goncelvable impact, o

As to io years ago va., Row} ves ! sh{nk{tho;zna\eua:ep:imium‘mgv stil
be theres but {t {s obvieus that you went out af_your way to find rhetorice!
targets from the older weiting, rather tham to try to understand the cyrrent
pos{ticns they would now espouse, Perhaps | nn.mittukoniAbu!_havq=vauftokon
the trauble to ask_MeCarthy orf 8‘mon;an.Nawq1| whather: they aceept your:
characterization of their position? Certain) {§_ you. hady angehggain‘vou
would have had a book that leaned more on ov‘deneq«and less on potemie,

o You will note that ] _agreed u(:h,voyuthp!|a eiearer ynderstand{ng
of the actua) cepabilities and Yimitations of compyter methadology Is ind{se
pengeble to the seund usp of these {magruments, (Fire , !oo‘..lﬁv! am not
mistaken, a great many computer scioentists (and me too) art{culated the =
same eriticism of relying upen the compliex, and ynhorantlv‘uncc:gablg softe
wore of the ABM syatenms; t?ouab there. were many other and aven more eompel= .
1i{ng reesons to opposs thelir adopt on. Agaln, you would: have been -an excellent
person to have articulated these {ssuesy) ang.l think vTu.#n fed on account’

ef the emotionaliam that so cbvious!y embraces your th nking on these matters
at this time, {And 1 expect vou to rpspond) of course 1 am emotional when

the 1ives of miil{one are ot stake,}, It 1l'OHf:ﬂSCF sting question Just how
far undue reliance on compyter deta management centributed te the meral and
peliey faults of the SEeAsian wari the date vou civ-,donftzroaj\vta\l mueh
about that, .On the aother s{des, I am sure vou are we!) aua;ewh w bitter the
services were asbout the DOD!s ?oiﬂey-onntvsia-offieen and {ts 'computere
whizwk{ds! who seemed to be using these tools to frustrate thelr own indivie
dual defense=budget demands,

| Nhy den't you write the book that {s woethy of yeur knowledge and . .
{ns{ght, mew that you have this one out of your system; and tackle the lsaues



of !ho actus! uses and abuuol of the machinol. and not thc |‘|1v straw men
that you put up the first ti{me,

‘1 am glad to have vour net addrelsn r |t-recd te send you' a. copy of
the raview, But did not have the notebeok hamdy, anmd thought (1 guess mise
takemly) that the article would be {n print very shortly thereafter, I have
not seen {t yet) parhaps they womte even print it.

There {8 ang phrano 1 would sorrect it 1 had t:o opp rtnﬂitVI yes;
SOME. will be {mnocent victima on scecount of OTHERS deltleations (no new
storvil ) so I should have been less: eondans:d tn my. phr n mg, Noone

Ideserves! such comsequences: not even the misgulded hgro is times 1
will correet that) (4 no:. and you are {ntent of mah‘nq a point of te ? print,
please quote me as agreeina,

Joshua
enenenw
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